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All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 

(1) SeanE Vincent ^ 

(2) Don Lucas . ^ 

Date of Interview: 28 May 2003 . 

Type: a)^ Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

c)D Personal [copy given to: 1 )□ applicant 2)D applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)M No 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: 1 

Identification of prior art discussed: none . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)B was reached. g)D was not reached. h)D N/A. 

f^hfn 06 ° f ,nte ™ ew includin 9 description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: Authorization ^ given forth* Fx»m,ner's Am*n<1m°nt agreement was 

i^nihif 6 f CriPti ,°K; if neCeS ,f 3ry ' and 3 Copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 

^ow.^So R ' TTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THF 

INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet 
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Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 

" "c^S -Vow Must b e Ma de of Record 

applica„on whether or not an agreement with ^ffl^^^X' te ' ePh ° ne ^ reflard * an apP " Cat ' 0n ™ st be ™«* of record in the 



Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 

Paragraph (b) 



In every instance where reconsideration is reauesteri m vipw nf an ,nt Qrt Paragraph (b) 

any alleged oral prom.se, stipulation, or understanding in relation to which there is ^^^ZS* ^ "* ° ffiCe N ° a,,en " 0n Wi " be P ald to 

incornplete^She ^S^"^'^^ SSSS eXC ' USiVe ' y ^ ^ ^ ^ the °^ if ™ ^ d - 

.he «■ £ ST? * ™ ^ ° f ^ aPPl ^° n 

wh.ch bear directly on the question of patentability. K y lna " Sucn a record ls made and t0 c °rrect material inaccuracies 

interview b^'cTin^ 

requirements for which interview recordation is otherwise provided SZ sS? h Procedural matters, directed solely to restriction 
out typographical errors or unreadable script in Office? actions or thJ ~ * , I . , ^ Manual of Patent Examining Procedure, or pointing 
substance of an interview is completely Se?S an SnerTtind^no^^ '"^ reC ° rdati ° n Pr ° Cedur6S below Where ^ 

The Interview Summary Form shall be given a aoo™^ p" d ™ „; no f P h ! ' nterv ' ew Summary Record is required. 
"Contents" section of the file wrapper. In P e?soSS ^duiateS^pS ' • the . ri9 ( h h t hand P° rti °" of the file, and listed on the 
conclusion of the interview. In the case of atoto^ £^£^*?,^ .L 9 ' Ven '° the applicant (or attorne y or a 9 ent > * «he 
either with or prior to the next official commuSon ?f addl^Sr^-^hf^ ^ l ° thC apP ' ICant ' S c °^s P ondence address 
circumstances dictate, the Form shouid be maiied P-p'ly'aS^ or if other 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information- 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 
Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 
Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference or personal) 

- Name of participants) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel etc ) 

" An i'd^nttTr'^M 6 : ° r n0 ? n 6Xhibit W3S Sh0Wn or a demonstration cond'u ed ' ' 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

" ^a^To^o^ "J* 3 de T iPti °K? ° f 96neral natUre °' the ^reement (may be by 

no. restnc, further act ion by trTexami™ toThe cS" be ' n9 a "° WaDle) N °' e: A9reement as <° « ^n.ative and does 

■ The stgnature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Form is not an attachment to a signed Office action) 

should 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, conauctea, 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed 

4) s"u^ ° f 3 SUbSt3nUve ™» di — d. unless these are already described on the 

5) a brief identification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner 

ffi^SKi^^ -cription of the argument, is not 

examiner can be understood in the conTex?of the a5S o ^fiif ™ ™ ^ T ° f ' he prinClpal ar ^ents made to the 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

statement'l^utd^ *»™ •»»«« send a letter sett.ng forth the exam.ner's version of the 

paper recording the substance of the inte^'g^^^ ^ *° indica "° n ' "'"^iew Record OK" on the 
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